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1. Applicant's election of claims 1-20 and 44-51 is acknowledged. However, the examiner 
notes the inadvertent inclusion of claims 9, 10 and 20 in Group I. Claims 9, 10 and 20 are 
directed to the details of a second type or a third type of a control system and should have been 
included in Group II or III. According, claims 9, 10 and 20 will be withdrawn from 
consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1 5 3-6, 11,12, 44 and 46-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Nielsen et al (5,835,083). 

Regarding claims 1 and 44, Nielsen et al shows in Fig.2B the following elements of 
applicant's invention: a) an imager (290, in view of col.l, lines 39-40, the Dual Purkinje Image 
Eyetracker can be utilized in the device of Nielsen) and eye detection processing for detecting 
light received by the imager from a human eye, said eye detection processing being configured to 
generate an output indicative of determination of detection said human eye (col.2, lines 29-30); 
and a controller (255) enabled to switch said device among a plurality of power consumption 
states in response to said output of said eye detection processing, said controller being 
configured to execute based on a first conditional response in which said device is switched from 
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a power up state to a lower power consumption state upon passage of a first time period without 
detecting a human eye (abstract, lines 1-4). 

Regarding claims 3 and 46, Nielsen et al discloses at least three power consumption 
states (power down, power save and power up) and discloses that an eyetracker is used to control 
power to an electrical device such as a computer display screen so that power consumption is 
reduced when a user's eyes and therefore a user's attention are not directed to the device 
(abstract, lines 1 -4). 

Regarding claims 4 and 47, Nielsen et al shows in Fig.3 the device is switched from 
power save state (310) to power down state (330). 

Regarding claims 5 and 48, Nielsen et al shows in Fig. 3 the device is switched from 
power save state (310) to power up state (320). 

Regarding claim 6, Nielsen et al shows in Fig.3 the device is switched from power down 
state (330) to power up state (320). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 12, the limitations therein are shown in Fig.2A. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 13-17, 44, 45, 49 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Ando (4,768,088). 

Regarding claims 1 and 44, Ando shows in Figs.la-lc the following elements of 
applicant's invention: a) an imager (3, col.2, lines 4-7) and eye detection processing for detecting 
light received by the imager from a human eye, said eye detection processing being configured to 
generate an output indicative of determination of detection said human eye (col.2, lines 8-15); 
and a controller (6) enabled to switch said device among a plurality of power consumption states 
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in response to said output of said eye detection processing, said controller being configured to 
execute based on a second conditional response in which said device is switched from a power 
up state upon detection of a human eye (col.5, lines 2-34). 

Regarding claims 2 and 45, the limitation therein is disclosed in col. 3, lines 20-23. 

Regarding claims 13-17, 49 and 50, Ando shows in Figs.3e-3g the operation of electrical 
devices of Ando is controlled on the basis of results of detections of an eye blinking pattern 
(col.14, line 33-coL16, line 49). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 7, 8, 18, 19 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nielsen et al. 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, Nielsen et al discloses in col.6, lines 40-46 a first time period 
is set by an user. The specific scheme utilized to adjust a first time period would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of meeting different design requirements and 
the desired performance. 

Regarding claims 1 8 and 5 1 , the feature of recognizing a correlation between a particular 
person and a detected eye and controlling a device based on the recognition is well known in the 
art and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the recited 
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correlation feature in Nielsen in view of the desire to provide the ability to identify an user 
operating the device. 

Regarding claim 19, the specific configuration of sampling an imager is well known and 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in view of achieving the desired 
performance. 

7, Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin Pyo whose telephone number is (571) 272-2445. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (with flexible hour), First Mon. off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David P. Porta can be reached on (571) 272-2444. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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